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Comparative Biology Centre 
Medical School 
Framlington Place 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
NE2 4HH 
 
Professor P.A. Flecknell 
Director 
 
Tel: 0191 222 6715 
Fax: 0191 222 8688 
 
28/4/2016 
Dear Sir 
 
We heartily agree with the letter from Prof and Mrs Noakes written in response to the review 
article “Veterinary hospice and palliative care: a comprehensive review of the literature” 
(Goldberg, 2016). The review highlights the need for “scholarly activity” to progress the use 
of hospice care for terminally ill animals. We would suggest that rather than scholarly 
research, a careful consideration of the ethical issues involved in this area should be given 
priority. However good the standard of care, it is highly unlikely that the pain or distress 
experienced by terminally ill animals will be eliminated. Unlike humans, we do not believe 
that companion animals would consider an increased period of terminal illness to be balanced 
by a “benefit” of continued human contact or companionship.  
 
It is, of course, difficult to respond to the demands of owners for ever more invasive 
procedures on pet animals, when such interventions may well not be in the best interests of the 
animal itself. As Prof and Mrs Noakes point out, we have the ability to resolve animal 
suffering by applying euthanasia - a privilege of our profession that prompts envy in many of 
our medical colleagues - and their patients, and one which we believe we would be foolish to 
eschew.  
 
The issues raised by hospice care should be considered together with the related ethical 
concerns the profession is facing when high-risk procedures form part of the treatment options 
for a companion animal. Our duty of care to animals, rather than to their owners, should be 
given priority and the question asked, “Who benefits most from hospice care – the owner or 
the animal - or perhaps the veterinarian?” 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Prof Paul Flecknell, MA, VetMB, PhD, DLAS, DECVAA, DECLAM, (Hon)DACLAM, 
FRSB, Dr.h.c. Professor of Laboratory Animal Science and Director, Comparative Biology 
Centre, Newcastle University, Newcastle, NE2 4HH 
 
Prof Eddie Clutton, BVSc, MRCVS, DVA, DECVAA, MRCA 
Professor of Veterinary Anaesthesiology and Director, Wellcome Trust Critical Care Laboratory 
for Large Animals, Roslin Institute, Easter Bush, Midlothian EH25 9RG 
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